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the acceptance rate of African Americans to
UCLA Law School fell by 80 percent. After the
Hopwood decision, admission of African-Amer-
icans to the University of Texas School of Law
dropped by 88 percent. It is clear that with the
passage of this amendment, there will be a re-
segregation of colleges and universities.

In Mississippi the percent of the population
25 and older that have a college degree is
14.7 percent. Moreover, Mississippi ranks 47
out of 50 States in relation to the percent of
the population having a college degree and 47
out of 50 in comparison to other African Amer-
icans in the 50 States.

The Riggs amendment is an unnecessary
and dangerous bill that would dismantle the
progress that has been achieved in the last 30
years. It will merely serve as a tool to increase
the disparities in education and income be-
tween men and women, whites and blacks. Af-
firmative Action in higher education has clearly
established significant advances in the area of
equal opportunity for ethnic minorities and
women in admissions to colleges and univer-
sities. I will continue to support and strengthen
such programs of equal opportunity. If Higher
Education Authorization Act (HR 6) contains
the ‘‘Anti-Discrimination in College Admissions
Act of 1998’’, I will vote against HR 6.
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CAMPAIGN FINANCE REFORM

HON. RON KIND
OF WISCONSIN

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 30, 1998

Mr. KIND. Mr. Speaker, over the past week
many individuals, organizations and news-
paper editorial boards have criticized the Bi-
partisan Campaign Integrity Act, H.R. 2183.
They claim that the freshman crafted bill is not
real reform. They argue that we must support
a more comprehensive bill that has stronger
provisions banning soft money, limiting inde-
pendent expenditures and restricting candidate
spending.

While I support comprehensive reform I be-
lieve that H.R. 2183 is the only campaign fi-
nance reform legislation that can pass the
House of Representatives and become law.
Our bill was drafted in the spirit of com-
promise. We recognized that there are many
issues that could be put in legislation that will
unfairly impact one political party over the
other. As a group our Freshman Task Force
agreed to eliminate all poison pills that would
doom our bill to failure. The success of our ef-
fort is reflected in the Speaker’s agreement to
allow our bill to be the base bill for consider-
ation when the House debates campaign fi-
nance reform.

Other reform advocates have argued that
we need to challenge previous rulings by the
Supreme Court on campaign finance reform. I
disagree. Our bill will pass a Supreme Court
challenge. Other bills directly contradict Su-
preme Court rulings. As a Supreme Court Jus-
tice recently said to me ‘‘our rulings may not
always be right, but we are still Supreme.’’ To
pass legislation that is clearly unconstitutional
will only kill campaign reform.

The Bipartisan Freshman Campaign Integ-
rity Act will pass the House and will pass a
constitutional challenge. It is time for the
House of Representatives to pass H.R. 2183.

HIGHWAY BILL RESTORES TRUST
WITH THE AMERICAN PEOPLE

HON. DOUG BEREUTER
OF NEBRASKA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 30, 1998
Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, the highway

bill recently passed by the House takes an im-
portant step toward addressing our nation’s
enormous surface transportation needs. In ad-
dition to the obvious benefits of much higher
revenues for better roads and bridges, this
legislation recognizes that the money in the
Highway Trust Fund belongs to the American
people. Finally, we are returning to the prin-
ciples that were established by President
Dwight D. Eisenhower for the Highway Trust
Funds. When Americans pay this tax at the
gas pump, they have every right to expect that
their money actually will be used for transpor-
tation and not diverted to other purposes. The
balance held for the Highway Trust Fund has
ballooned, and that money has been used for
government programs and deficit reduction ef-
forts which are not related to transportation. It
is a violation of the trust of the American peo-
ple when those highway trust funds are used
for other purposes.

This Member encourages his colleagues to
read the following opinion piece by David R.
Kraemer, chairman of the American Road and
Transportation Builders Association, which ap-
peared in the Omaha World-Herald on April
27, 1998. It highlights the importance of using
the money from the Highway Trust Fund in the
way it was originally intended.

HIGHWAY BILL HELPS EVERYONE

(By David R. Kraemer)
(The writer is 1998 chairman of the Amer-

ican Road and Transportation Builders Asso-
ciation, the nation’s largest organization of
highway contractors.)

A lot of criticism has been flying around
during the past few weeks about the federal
highway bill, with the media, special inter-
est groups and fiscal hawks all trying to
paint the bill as a pork-laden ‘‘budget bust-
er.’’

The finger-pointing obscures what the
highway bill is really for: improving our
transportation system. Critics of the high-
way bill are missing—or choosing to ignore—
three critical realities.

One, America’s transportation infrastruc-
ture is in desperate need of improvement.
Two, the highway bill is paid for in advance
through fees paid by people who use the sys-
tem, and the revenues go straight into the
Highway Trust Fund expressly for this pur-
pose. Three, improving our highways will
save thousands of lives. Plain and simple.

The first point is obvious to anyone who
travels the nation’s highways. Across the
country, hundreds of thousands of miles of
roads and thousands of bridges are in poor
condition, posing a danger to drivers and un-
dercutting economic growth. According to
the U.S. Department of Transportation, 59
percent of the nation’s major roads are in
poor or mediocre condition, and 31 percent of
our bridges are structurally deficient or
functionally obsolete.

The Department of Transportation also
says we must spend $46.1 billion annually
just to maintain our highways and bridges,
let alone make improvements or upgrades.
Clearly, funding road repair and improve-
ment should be a top priority for the federal
government.

Fortunately, the dollars Congress is com-
mitting to the program are available from a
reliable source—highway users.

The most misunderstanding issue related
to the highway bill is where the money—all
$200 billion plus—is coming from. It comes
from all of us who use the roads, through
taxes paid at the gas pump and through
other road-related assessments. For every
gallon of gas purchased, 18.3 cents is depos-
ited into the Highway Trust Fund, which by
law is supposed to be used for transportation
improvements.

Unfortunately, billions of dollars have
been allowed to accumulate in the trust fund
and mask deficit spending elsewhere in the
federal budget. More than $25 billion is sit-
ting in the trust fund now, unspent on road
and bridge repair.

If people want to criticize Congress about
the highway bill, the issue is not how much
they want to spend but how little. By keep-
ing dollars in the trust fund that were in-
tended to go toward road and bridge im-
provement. Congress is short-changing
America’s highway users.

The fact is, improving highways will save
lives. Research shows that for every $1 bil-
lion spent since 1955 on improving the na-
tion’s highways, 1,400 traffic deaths and
50,000 injuries have been avoided. The Trans-
portation Department estimates that every
year 30 percent of all traffic fatalities—more
than 12,000 American deaths—are related in
some way to poor road conditions. Adding
turning lanes, widening shoulders, construct-
ing lane barriers, improving signage and
safety markings and repairing dangerous
bridges all are important safety upgrades
proven to save lives.

When a bridge collapses and lives are lost,
the story makes the evening news and a hue
and cry is raised about how to prevent it
from happening again. The answer lives in
Washington and in the thousands of repair
and improvement projects authorized in the
federal highway bill that are now being so
roundly criticized. Unfortunately, all the po-
litical squabbling diverts attention from
these real issues.

So who benefits from the highway bill? Ev-
eryone. Communities grow, commercial and
private transportation becomes easier and
more efficient, and thousands of new jobs are
created. Moreover, improving our transpor-
tation system will save billions of dollars
from being lost each year in wasted produc-
tivity, vehicle maintenance, insurance fees
and, tragically, health care expenses to care
for people injured on our highways.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION

HON. RUBÉN HINOJOSA
OF TEXAS

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 30, 1998

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Speaker, on Thursday,
April 23, a personal matter resulted in my
missing two roll call votes. These were #107
and #108. Had I been present I would have
cast a yea vote in support of the Conyers
amendment, and a no vote in opposition to the
Aderholt amendment.
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LAW DAY, 1998

HON. JAMES H. MALONEY
OF CONNECTICUT

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, April 30, 1998

Mr. MALONEY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker,
May 1, 1998 is Law Day in our nation, a day
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